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such a conception of God's goodness is a 
most unjust and irrational one. His 
goodness is a righteous and honorable 
goodness. 

SOME OF OUR GREATEST NEEDS 
J.   L.   KIMMKL 

We may have divers opinions as to 
what our greatest needs are as a church 
but one great essential requisite to our 
prosperity as a church is an endowment 
fund for Ashland College. 

I am afraid the Brethren church has 
never realized what a stupendous power 
a great educational institution is. 

Are there not wealthy persons enough 
in the church who can and will endow 
this our school that it might be a power 
for good. 

Can we not find some rich man who 
perhaps has no children and does not 
know to whom to give his money when 
he has to leave this world, who is 
willing to go down in history as a phil- 
anthropist and give his wealth for which 
he has labored hard, an opportunity to 
stand as a monument of glory through 
the coming ages? Is there not some one 
to be found who is willing to establish 
the precedent of giving on a large scale 
in the Brethren church. 

Is there not some one who can see the 
golden opportunity of doing good with 
his or her money when they are no more 
in this world, on such an immense scale 
that the finite mind can not form any 
approximate conception thereof? Is 
there not some one willing to do good 
and help the cause of Christ on earth 
even when he may stand with the Sav- 
ior in heaven or sit by him on his throne. 

O, what an opportunity for a man that 
has wealth, and no one to give it to. 
Think of such a one by the side of the 
Saviour in heaven, saying, now since I 
have come to heaven I see that I have 
done the proper thing for I am doing 
more good now than when I was in the 
world. Every day souls are being 
brought to Christ because of my means, 
that I gave to them. And what a com- 
fort to hear the Savior say, "Well done 
thou good and faithful servant, enter 
thou into the joy of thy Lord." 

(To be continued.) 

THE PRAYER COVERING.   Afterthoughts 
D.   BAILEY 

When I wrote the former article I 
thought I had no more to say, but I find 
that circumstances demand a few 
thoughts more. In a late issue of the 
Oospel Messenger is an article on this sub- 
ject, an idea is advanced which, while it 
is not new to me, has not been brought 
out during the present discussion. 

C. H. Newton, of Parsons, Kansas, 
writes : "As an illustration of the depth 
into which the church was rapidly sub- 
siding, it is only necessary to say that 
riotous congregations met God's  holy 

men on every hand. They could very 
seldom address a congregation without 
being interrupted, even the women clam- 
oring and yelling for explanations, in- 
terpretations, etc., creating much havoc 
and disturbance. With their hair dis- 
hevelled, their faces wild with excite- 
ment, it must indeed have required a 
lengthy letter to call them to their duty." 

In commenting on this I would say 
that we see here the reason why Paul 
said that the women should keep silence 
in the churches, their remarks, as a rule, 
were not edifying. 

I am satisfied that these women over- 
stepped what was then regarded as the 
bounds of common decency and it was 
necessary for the welfare of the church 
that they should be called to order, but 
"the old order changes, giving places to 
new." and while Paul's letter was a com- 
mand to all sisters of that age of the 
world, I hold that it is obsolete now 
when a new order governs the world 
and the church as well. 

Do not understand me as advocating 
worldiness. It is painful to me to be 
compelled to oppose our older brethren 
in their position in regard to the rela- 
tions between the church and the world, 
but I feel that if we are to lighten the 
world we must not put our light under 
the bushel of exclusiveness so that it 
will be looked upon as= darkness. 

In things essential the Christian 
should stand firm as a rock but to be 
• 'peculiar' for the sake of peculiarity 
is certainly not profitable. 

In the issue of Nov. 9th, H. B. Leh- 
man asks for information on the text, 
"because her hair has been given her 
instead of a veil."    . 

I will frankly admit that if I had 
nothing outside of Paul's letter, this 
passage would mean nothing to me. It 
may bo that I am dull of comprehension, 
or it may be that there is a spirit of 
which I am not possessed, that helps to 
reveal hidden things, I do not know, and 
therefore I am not censorious, but 
brethren who read this differently must 
explain the matter more clearly before 
I can accept their views. 

It seems to me that Paul attempts to 
justify the use of the veil from the fact 
nature has given a more luxuriant 
growth of hair on the head to woman 
than to man, but it is not my purpose to 
oppose Paul, even if that is his line of 
argument. The Greek word "peribolla- 
ion" used here means literally "that 
which is thrown around," and would in- 
dicate something larger than the "veil" 
as we understand that word, and we 
learn from the book of Ruth that the 
veil of that personage held six measures 
of barley, and it would be interesting to 
figure out the evolution of the cap from 
this outer garment of the oriental wom- 
an. 

In fact the differences are much more 

noticeable than the similarities. But 
when we appeal to the customs of the 
age again, we gain another clue. There 
was a time, in the easy memory of per- 
sons now living, when the cap had no 
religious signification whatever, it was 
the style, and nothing more, but when 
the younger sisters began to drop this 
fashion the elders found it an opportune 
time to place a religious signification on 
that portion of the sisters' dress and to 
insist that it must not be dropped from 
the sisters' toilet. 

One great dissimilarity between Paul's 
"exousid" and the modern sister's cap is 
that the primary object of the former 
was to cover the face, while the latter is 
so constructed and worn as to cover the 
head, even, as lightly and scantily as 
possible. 

Referring to the first part of this arti- 
cle again we must say that, as s rule, 
the sisters were ignorant, they were 
zealous, but "the lords of creation" re- 
garded them as of little importance, so 
Paul said that the time at the public as- 
sembly should not be taken up in the 
attempt to enlighten this weak and ig- 
norant class but that if there was any 
thing they did not understand they 
should ask their husbands at home. 

In my opinion, Paul saw that these 
women would surely bring trouble on the 
church if they were permitted to throw 
off their veils and shout like drunken 
women in the public assembly. Even 
in our day and age of the world when 
people are not considered fastidious, 
some women ape the masculinity to such 
a degree that they are not popular and 
it is easy to imagine the result in the 
times succeeding the Christian era. 

Ashlsnd, O. 

THE MEANING OF CHRISTMAS 
Z    T.   LIVENGOOD 

The word Christmas is made up of 
the words, Christ plus mass equals 
Christmas. 

It means, therefore, Christ equals serv- 
ice. 

It is now a Christian festival, cele- 
brated in honor and memory of the birth 
of Jesus. 

The day of Jesus' birth is not definite- 
ly known. This is not material. We 
have done all we can to find the exact 
day of his birth. 

Had it been essential in God's estimate, 
that we have the exact date, that date 
would have been preserved. In ancient 
times the day was given over to feast- 
ing, fun and general hilarity and present 
giving. 

What is the meaning of Christmas to 
us ? How shall we spend this day and 
meet the divine Master's glad and will- 
ing approval ? 

Let us occupy safe ground. We can 
not afford to be deceived. Christmas 
ought to be a happy day.   The birth of 


